Il8	LEGITIMACY VERSUS INDUSTRIALISM
became a dogma and was carried to ridiculous extremes. The
Economist, a periodical which represented the views of the Ben-
thamites, even objected to the Public Health Act of 1848, which
was passed as the result of a Commission revealing the most
appallingly insanitary conditions in most of the big towns. While
the Bill was before the House of Commons, the Economist
regretted that it was not being more vigorously opposed. 'Suffer-
ing and evil,9 the editor wrote, 'are nature's admonitions; they
cannot be got rid of; and the impatient attempts of benevolence
to banish them from the world by legislation, before benevolence
has learned their object and their end, have always been pro-
ductive of more evil than good.n The ^benevolence* of Parlia-
ment was proof against these arguments for not constructing
a proper drainage system, because epidemics due to its absence
were raging within a stone's throw of the House of Commons.
Most of the Philosophical Radicals were opposed to factory
legislation, even where the case for it was most indubitable.
When, in 1847, the Bill prohibiting children from working more
than ten hours a day in cotton factories was passed by both
Houses, the Economist's head-line was *The Lords leagued
with the Commons to prohibit Industry.* The principle, the
paper said, was the same as in the case of the Corn Law—
in each an unwarrantable interference for the sake of one
class.2
Democracy, which was advocated whole-heartedly by James
Mill and (in later life) by Benfham, was accepted with some
limitations by most of the school The importance of property
had a large place in their minds, and they did not welcome the
idea of great numbers of voters who owned nothing They all
wanted something more far-reaching than the Reform Act of
1832, but few wanted manhood suffrage, and only a handful
wanted votes for women. The advocacy of manhood suffrage
was taken up by the Chartists, who were working class and less
respectable than the Benthamites. Nevertheless, the Bentham-
ites always urged as much extension of the suffrage as was at all
within the sphere of practical politics; they were, therefore,
quite as effective in furthering democracy as they would have
been if their demands had been more extreme.
Belief in democracy was bound up with belief in the power of
reason over men's minds, provided they were sufficiently edu-
1 Qapham, op. cit.3 Vol. I, p. 545.
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